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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 
Responsive to Request for Continued Examination (RCE) filed June 28, 2006. Claims 1-5 
have been amended and remain pending examination. 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rautila (U.S. Patent No. 6,714,797) in view of Gould et al (U.S. Patent No. 4,300,040) 

4. As per claim 1, Rautila teaches an electronic content providing method for 
performing electronic content provision to a user by using a remote user terminal and an 
information terminal in a store, said electronic content providing method comprising the 
steps of: 

accessing a menu of available electronic contents using said remote user terminal 
(column 6, lines 2~7); 

acquiring an identification code for identifying an electronic content retrieved 
from among the. available electronic contents by using said user terminal linked via a 
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network to a server in which the available electronic contents are recorded (column 6, 
lines 35-40, column 8, lines 31-37); 

inputting the identification code to said information terminal (column 6 t lines 34- 
53); and 

supporting the downloading of the retrieved electronic content to a recording 
medium in response to the step of inputting the identification code to said information 
terminal (column 6, lines 5-60, column 8, lines 25-45). 

5. Although Rautila teaches that a user can browse content available at the 
electronic shop server prior to selecting content to purchase (column 6, lines 1-9) and 
also teaches that a confirmation request is sent to the user to confirm the selected 
content (column 6, lines 53-57), Rautila fails to explicitly teach supporting a preview of 
the retrieved electronic content identified by the identification code after inputting the 
identification code . However, the feature of previewing the content selected prior to 
purchase is well known in the art as evidenced by Gould et al. Gould et al teach a 
terminal in which a customer can preview content selected for purchase. After inputting 
the identification code representing the selected content, the user can view a preview of 
the selected content prior to purchasing the selected content, (column 2, lines 30-47). It 
would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
Applicant' s invention to combine Rautila and Gould et al because doing so would allow a 
user to preview the selected content as part of an order confirmation process, in order to 
ensure that the content displayed as selected for purchase is indeed the content desired 
for purchase by the user. 

6. As per claims 2-5, these claims contain similar limitations as claim 1 above, 
therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 
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7. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rautila (U.S. Patent No. 6,714,797) in view of Bernard et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,918,213) 

8. As per claim 1, Rautila teaches an electronic content providing method for 
performing electronic content provision to a user by using a remote user terminal and an 
information terminal in a store, said electronic content providing method comprising the 
steps of: 

accessing a menu of available electronic contents using said remote user terminal 
(column 6, lines 2-7); 

acquiring an identification code for identifying an electronic content retrieved 
from among the available electronic contents by using said user terminal linked via a 
network to a server in which the available electronic contents are recorded (column 6, 
lines 35-40, column 8, lines 31-37); 

inputting the identification code to said information terminal (column 6, lines 34- 
53); and 

supporting the downloading of the retrieved electronic content to a recording 
medium in response to the step of inputting the identification code to said information 
terminal (column 6, lines 5-60, column 8, lines 25-45). 

9. Although Rautila teaches that a user can browse content available at the 
electronic shop server prior to selecting content to purchase (column 6, lines 1-9) and 
also teaches that a confirmation request is sent to the user to confirm the selected 
content (column 6, lines 53-57), Rautila fails to explicitly teach supporting a preview of 
the retrieved electronic content identified by the identification code after inputting the 
identification code . However, the feature of previewing the content selected prior to 
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purchase is well known in the art as evidenced by Bernard et al. Bernard et al teach 
product samples, such as movie previews, sample cuts from music tracks, software 
demo, and the like, are provided to the customer so the customer can evaluate the 
product prior to purchasing (abstract, column 3, lines 8-41). It would have been obvious 
to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the Applicant' s invention to combine 
Rautila and Bernard et al because doing so would allow a user to preview the selected 
content in order to ensure that the content selected for purchase is indeed the content 
desired for purchase by the user. 

10. As per claims 2-5, these claims contain similar limitations as claim 1 above, 
therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ramsey Refai whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3975. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner' s 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on (571) 272-3913. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273- 
8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair~direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866- 
217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN 
USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Ramsey Refai 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2152 
August 14, 2006 





